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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 2, 4-9 & 1 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US Patent 6,012,087 to Freivald. 

3. Regarding Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 13, 14, 17 & 18, Freivald discloses a network update 
tracking system in a server, (Abstract; Col. 1, lines 19-67; Col. 2, lines 1-17; Claims 1- 
20; & Fig. 5), comprising: 

a processor circuit having a processor and a memory, (Fig. 5; Col. 
5, lines 52-67; Col. 6, lines 1-67; & Col. 7, lines 1-21); 
update detection logic stored on the memory and executable by 
the processor, the update detection logic comprising logic that 
detects a number of updates in a corresponding number of network 
sites, (Fig. 5; Col. 5, lines 52-67; Col. 6, lines 1-67; & Col. 7, lines 
1-21); and 

logic that generates an update report to be sent to a client via a 
network, the update report listing at least one of the updates, (Fig. 
5; Col. 5, lines 52-67; Col. 6, lines 1-67; Col. 7, lines 1-21; & Col. 
14, lines 55-60); 
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wherein the update detection logic further comprises logic that 
transmits the update report to the client via the network, (per 
pending Claims 2, 8, 14, 17 & 18), (Fig. 5; Col. 5, lines 52-67; Col. 
6, lines 1-67; Col. 7, lines 1-21; & Col. 14, lines 55-60). 

Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to teach or describe every element or 

claim limitation of Claims 1, 2, 7, 8, 13, 14, 17 & 18. 

4. Regarding Claims 4, 1 1 , 1 5 & 1 9, Freivald discloses a network update tracking 
system in a server wherein the logic that detects the number of updates in the 
corresponding number of network sites further comprises logic that compares a content 
measure of at least one of the network sites with a corresponding previous content 
measure upon an occurrence of a comparison event, (Fig. 5; Col. 5, lines 52-67; Col. 6, 
lines 1-67; & Col. 7, lines 1-21). Therefore, this reference may reasonably be read to 
teach or describe every element or claim limitation of Claims 4, 1 1 , 15 & 19. 

5. Regarding Claims 5 & 9, Freivald discloses a network update tracking system in 
a server wherein the logic that generates the update report to be sent to the client via 
the network further comprises logic that embodies the update report into an electronic 
mail message; and wherein the logic that transmits the update report to the client via the 
network further comprises logic that transmits the electronic mail message to the client 
via the network, (Col. 6, lines 35-42 & Col. 14, lines 55-60). Therefore, this reference 
may reasonably be read to teach or describe every element or claim limitation of Claims 
5&9. 
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6. Regarding Claims 6, 12, 16 & 20, Freivald discloses a network update tracking 
system in a server wherein the logic that detects the number of updates in the 
corresponding number of network sites further comprises logic that detects the 
occurrence of the comparison event, (Fig. 5; Col. 5, lines 52-67; CoL 6, lines 1-67; & 
Col. 7, lines 1-21 ). [Examiner further notes the use of alternate comparison events as 
noted within US Patent 6,209.026 B1 to Ran.] Therefore, this reference may 
reasonably be read to teach or describe every element or claim limitation of Claims 6, 
12, 16&20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 3 & 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
further consideration of US Patent 6,012,087 to Freivald. 

9. Regarding Claims 3 & 10, Freivald is relied upon for those teachings disclosed 
herein. As noted above, Freivald discloses a network update tracking system wherein 
notification of change is delivered in report form via e-mail. Freivald does not 
specifically teach notification delivery via posting of the update report to a network site 
accessible by a user via the client through the network. Network posting of update 
reports would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
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invention by Applicant, as Freivald discloses storage/database of user-related 
information for webpage update notification purposes, (Col. 6, lines 28-30), as well as a 
web-based communication tool, (Col. 6, lines 41-42). Examiner notes that it would have 
been obvious to include a URL for a user-related website within the aforementioned 
database for purposes of user notification, wherein the user would be able to randomly 
check the same without need for an e-mail notification, thereby reducing network traffic. 
Thus, Claims 3 & 10 are found to be unpatentable of considerable consideration of 
Freivald. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicants disclosure: 

US Patent Pub. No.: US 2002/0143813 A1 to Jellum; 

US Patent Pub. No. US 2002/0013782 A1 to Ostroff; and 

US Patent No. US 6,209,026 B1 to Ran. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arrienne M. Lezak whose telephone number is (571)- 
272-3916. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571)-272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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